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The Disconnect in the Search for Russia-Gate
By Roger Aronoff

I

t appears that Special Counsel Robert Mueller has realized
that the investigation he has been chosen to oversee is a
dead end. As a result, he is moving past investigating the
possibility of collusion during last year’s presidential election
between President Donald Trump and/or his associates and
people with ties to the Russian government. Now, according to
reports in The Washington Post and New York Times, Mueller
is investigating whether Trump engaged in obstruction of
justice through his interactions with former FBI Director
James Comey. I predicted this exact development last month.
The disconnect between the actual facts and the vast Russian
collusion conspiracy theory with no foundation is quite
astonishing. The January 2017 report of three agencies—the
CIA, the FBI and the NSA—plus the DNI, headed by James
Clapper, claimed that there was “high confidence” among them
that Russia meddled in our presidential election last year, with
the purpose of helping to elect Donald Trump as president.
Then why didn’t the Obama administration do something
more to stop it?
According to the testimony last week of former FBI Director
James Comey, he became aware of what he described as “the
first Russian-connected cyber intrusion” in the summer of
2015. Was the Obama administration so confident of victory
for Hillary Clinton that they were prepared to overlook Russian
meddling?
The American Spectator has an outstanding article by Steve
Baldwin that reminds us of two important elements to this
story that deserve much greater attention than they have
received from the media. First, the “high confidence” that it
was Russia that hacked the Democratic National Committee’s
(DNC) database should be viewed with skepticism; and second,
America, especially under Barack Obama, has done plenty of
meddling itself in other countries’ elections.
We know that the Democrats put their thumb on the scale to
assure that Hillary Clinton would get the nomination, leading
to the resignation of DNC chairman Debbie WassermanSchultz. And that then-Attorney General Loretta Lynch put her
thumb on the scale when she told Comey to call it a “matter,”

and not an “investigation,” referring to Mrs. Clinton’s four
years of illegally putting classified material on an unsecured
server. Lynch they met privately on the plane she was using
as attorney general with former President Bill Clinton, the
husband of the subject of the investigation, just days before
Hillary was to be interviewed by the FBI. But Lynch was
caught in the act by a local reporter. Even with that, Lynch
refused to recuse herself from the case, but soon announced
that she would accept whatever Comey recommended.
Comey has received a lot of criticism for overstepping his
authority when he announced that Hillary was guilty of very
serious crimes back on July 5. However, he ended up by saying
that he was not going to recommend prosecution, because he
didn’t think any reasonable prosecutor would pursue the case.
However, the legal standard isn’t criminal intent, it is gross
negligence. It’s hard to reconcile Comey’s claim that there was
no criminal intent when he acknowledged in an exchange with
Trey Gowdy that Hillary had lied when she said that she had
not sent or received classified material, had not sent or received
material marked classified, that she had only used one device—
though she had used at least 13—and lied when she said she
had turned over all of her work related emails, though he said
there were thousands not disclosed.
Perhaps Comey resented the fact that Lynch told him that
she wasn’t going to allow a prosecution of Mrs. Clinton, and
that is why he laid out such a compelling case against Hillary,
continue on page 3
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AIM’s Roger Aronoff was a
guest on “Cavuto Coast to Coast”
in late June on the Fox Business
Network to discuss reasons for the
public’s lack of faith in the press.
Kyle Courtney, a Trump supporter from Texas, placed an ad on
a billboard criticizing ABC News
for its slanted reporting on alleged Russia collusion. “Courtney
is speaking for a lot of people,” said
Aronoff on Cavuto’s show. “AIM
has been around nearly 50 years
talking about the liberal bias in the
media.”
“And recently this Harvard Shorenstein study that shows the first
hundred days or so of the Trump
administration, how the coverage
has been—even particularly CNN
and NBC, 93 percent negative,” said
Aronoff. He questioned even those
results because he still hasn’t “seen
seven percent positive coverage on
either network.”
“And I tell you what they really
should be investigating,” argued
Aronoff. “There should be a special
counsel looking into Hillary [Clinton’s] collusion with the Russians.
We have Skolkovo, Uranium One,
[John] Podesta’s ties.” You can
watch the entire interview at http://
www.aim.org/aim-column/aimeditor-on-cavuto-about-trumpand-faith-in-the-media/

Dear Fellow Media Watchdogs:
It is with a mix of emotions that I am announcing that after
today, June 30, I will no longer be with Accuracy in Media. After
more than 20 years, we have decided to part ways. It has been
an extraordinary journey, opportunity and honor to serve as the
editor of AIM for the past six-plus years. I will always consider
Reed Irvine, the founder and longtime chairman and editor of
AIM, to be my mentor, and among the two or three people in
the world who I most respect and admire. The idea that I would
become the editor of AIM was something that I never could have imagined when
I first discovered the AIM Report back in the early 1970s. To have gotten to spend
seven years as his right-hand man was an incredible education and honor that I will
always cherish.
As far as my most proud accomplishments at AIM, I think of the Citizens’ Commission on Benghazi, which we formed at AIM back in 2013. To see our press conferences
and read the reports, go to this website: http://www.aim.org/aim-column/ccb-pressconference-on-benghazi-proves-dereliction-of-duty-video/ This is an amazing group of
Americans who came together to investigate and tell the truth about what happened
in Benghazi, before, during and after the attacks on the compound and CIA Annex.
Also, I would point to the videos and documentaries I wrote and produced. They
included “The Clinton Legacy,” which gave me a close-up seat to the Clinton administration and Bill’s impeachment (for the wrong reasons, as I argued in the documentary).
Then I did “TWA 800: The Search for the Truth,” investigating that 1996 disaster.
Or was it a crime? Either way, there was a cover-up, which I believe was indisputably
proven in the documentary, which won the top prize at WorldFest, the largest film
festival in the country, in the category of Investigative Journalism. You can see it here:
http://www.aim.org/aim-column/new-documentary-on-twa-800-set-to-premier/
Then there was “Confronting Iraq: Conflict and Hope.” That was meant to answer
the question, “Did George W. Bush lie and mislead us into the War in Iraq?” I argued
that he did not. You can find that one on YouTube in four parts. It won the top prize
at the same film festival, in this case for all documentaries entered in the competition.
I am also proud of the work I have done on the legacies of President Barack Obama
(http://www.aim.org/aim-column/the-obama-legacy/) and Hillary Clinton (http://
www.aim.org/special-report/the-hillary-clinton-file/). In every case, I have attempted
to put the story in the context of how it was covered by the media, and to be accurate.
The other great part of this job has been the opportunity to communicate with many
of you, through letters, emails and phone calls. I have been thoroughly impressed by
the collective wisdom of AIM’s supporters. You have been a source of great inspiration
and information, and for that I say thank you. I will be moving on to other opportunities. Feel free to write me at my new email address, Roger.Aronoff@outlook.com.•
For Accuracy in Media				
Roger Aronoff
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To the Editor:
CNN is so obviously biased against
our President that it makes me sick. I only
point out CNN because I used to always
watch it. MSNBC is just as horrific, but
because I’ve never followed them, I didn’t
care. Rachel Maddow also makes me sick.
Bruce

Please send Letters to the Editor to:
Accuracy in Media
Attn: Letters to the Editor
4350 East West Highway #555
Bethesda, MD 20814
or email to info@aim.org
Please keep your submissions to 50 words
or less. Letters may be edited for length.
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though he decided to not recommend an
indictment.
If anyone had overwhelming conflicts
of interest and was in bed with the
Russians, it was Hillary and John
Podesta—from Skolkovo, to Uranium
One, to Bill Clinton’s speeches. But as
with the IRS scandal, Fast and Furious,
the VA scandal, and the Iran debacle, no
one in the Obama administration had
the integrity nor the independence to
appoint a special counsel to investigate
any of these matters. No one was held
accountable.
The depth of the collusion between
Hillary’s State Department and the
Clinton Foundation and the largest
defense contractors and arms suppliers
is staggering, and could occupy several
special prosecutors for years.
There was the massive surveillance and
unmasking by the Obama administration
of the Trump campaign and associates.
And just weeks before leaving office,
Obama signed an executive order
allowing the information obtained in
this surveillance to be distributed across
the entire intelligence community.
Trump’s designated national security
advisor, Michael Flynn, spoke with
Russian Ambassador Sergey Kislyak on
December 29, the same day that Obama
imposed new sanctions on Russia and
announced that he was expelling 35
Russian diplomats, a move he never
would have done if Hillary Clinton had
won the election.
The Washington Post reported on
January 18 that the FBI had “reviewed
intercepts of communications” between
Flynn and Kislyak, “but has not found
any evidence of wrongdoing or illicit ties
to the Russian government,” according
to “U.S. officials.” As Comey confirmed
last week in his written testimony to the
Senate Intelligence Committee, he had
told Trump on three different occasions
that he was not being investigated.
Everyone from former Director of
National Intelligence James Clapper,
Senator Dianne Feinstein (D-CA), and
Representative Adam Schiff (D-CA),
have said that they have seen no evidence
of collusion between Trump and his
associates with the Russians. So in that
context, Trump saying “I hope you can
see your way clear to letting this go, to
letting Flynn go. He is a good guy. I

hope you can let this go,” if he actually
said it, and asking for Comey to tell the
press or the public that he, Trump, is not
under investigation, makes sense. And it
wasn’t obstruction of justice, as former
federal prosecutor Andy McCarthy
points out. Even after hearing Comey’s
recent testimony, there is “a requirement
for corrupt intent,” and there is “the
principle of executive discretion.”
The Clintons blamed Comey because
he reopened the investigation into her
mishandling of classified material, when
about a month before the election, they
If anyone had overwhelming conflicts of interest and was in bed with
the Russians, it was Hillary and John
Podesta—from Skolkovo, to Uranium One, to Bill Clinton’s speeches.
found on the computer of convicted
sex offender Anthony Weiner 650,000
emails that they had to work their way
through to find an unspecified number of
classified emails received from Hillary’s
top aide, Huma Abedin. It would have
been inexcusable not to notify Congress
of this development.
The news media have been at their
Fake News worst. It’s not just publishing
so
much
anonymously-sourced
information, some important parts of
which have turned out to be wrong,
but their continuing focus on Trump is
clearly meant to chip away day by day
at Trump’s legitimacy as president, and
ultimately to destroy his presidency.
It’s not just the errors or fabrications,
such as the CNN and ABC reports
two days before Comey’s testimony
alleging that he would be denying that
he had confirmed on three occasions to
Trump that he was not the subject of the
investigation. That proved to be wrong.
Paul Roderick Gregory lays out a
powerful case in a recent Forbes article,
“Three Overlooked Statements by Comey
that Blow Apart the Russian Collusion
Narrative.” One statement, for example,
was in reference to a New York Times
story of February 14, which Comey said
was “in the main, not true.” As Gregory
reported, “The Times article claimed
that ‘members of Trump’s campaign
and other Trump associates had repeated
contacts (my italics) with senior Russian

intelligence officials in the year before
the election, according to four current
and former American officials.’
The Times story careened around the
media, until it became Gospel truth of
Trump-Russia collusion. It turns out the
story was known to be false, but no one
bothered to tell American voters.”
The Times responded that they “feel
comfortable” with what they reported at
the time.
Gregory’s other statements were
that the “FBI accepted, but did not
independently verify, DNC’s conclusion
that Russian agents had hacked the
DNC,” and that “Comey refused to
openly disclose his investigation into the
Steele dossier.”
Mueller’s latest move, to begin
investigating Trump for obstruction
of justice, and leaking it to the press,
could indicate that he recognizes that
his collusion case is non-existent, or that
he is trying to make it more difficult
for Trump to fire him. As Accuracy in
Media’s Cliff Kincaid has pointed out,
special counsel Robert Mueller should
never have been picked for this job, based
on his past record and his relationship
with Comey. Plus, Mueller’s staff now
contains Clinton loyalists, who clearly
want to see Trump go.
The media continue to beat the
drums of Watergate, trying to create an
inevitability that somehow Trump will
be forced from office. Based on what
is known about the actions of Hillary
Clinton, Loretta Lynch, and Barack
Obama, there clearly should be a special
counsel to investigate their actions, and
a grand jury empaneled. Since that isn’t
likely to happen, maybe a Senate or
House committee could undertake such
an investigation.
I understand that most of the media,
as well as the rest of the Democrats,
hate Trump and want to see him
removed from office. But if you follow
the facts, and look at the real sources
of wrongdoing, it becomes clear that
the current Mueller investigation is
completely on the wrong track.•
Roger Aronoff is the Editor of Accuracy
in Media, and a member of the Citizens’
Commission on Benghazi. He can be
contacted at Aronoff@outlook.com.
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Conspiracy of Silence about Mueller

By Cliff Kincaid

I

am amazed by the conspiracy of
silence, on the right and the left,
about former FBI Director Robert
Mueller’s bungling of the anthrax case.
“In his years as FBI director and as a
Justice Department official, Mueller
gained a reputation for honesty, integrity,
and being a ‘straight-shooter,’” writes Fred
Barnes at The Weekly Standard.
This is pure hogwash, to use a familyfriendly term.
Barnes, a veteran journalist, is not
alone in offering such undeserved praise
of Mueller. Commentators on the right
and left have been repeating this garbage
ever since Deputy Attorney General
Rod Rosenstein appointed Mueller as
special counsel. Interestingly, Rosenstein
also received high praise from various
commentators. He, too, was seen as
a straight shooter. With former FBI
Director James Comey, they constitute an
unholy alliance that is determined to take
down President Donald Trump. With
good reason, Trump calls it a witch hunt.
But since Rosenstein appointed
Comey’s buddy Mueller as special
counsel, people are beginning to see the
whole process as a setup. Or as Barnes
puts it, the deck is “stacked” against
President Trump. Hence, “the sword of
impeachment will be hanging over him,”
says Barnes.
This didn’t have to happen, if
journalists and commentators had been
open and honest about Mueller’s real
record. Simply put, Mueller can’t be
trusted to arrive at the truth. The anthrax
letters case proves it. He should never
have received the appointment as special
counsel. Barnes’ assertion that the deck
has been stacked ignores the fact that he
and his associates in the Never-Trump
movement helped stack the deck. Why
didn’t they blow the whistle on Mueller
when he was appointed? Why do they

ignore his real record now?
The trap has been set by those
conservatives in the media, echoing
their liberal colleagues, who
wanted to pretend that Mueller
is overflowing with honor and
integrity. By showering him with
praise, they have joined hands with
the liberal media in setting the stage
for Trump’s impeachment and
forced resignation from office.
Call me a cynic, but I can’t help
thinking that the Never-Trumpers in the
media, such as Barnes, know precisely
what is happening. They know Mueller
is determined to take down Trump, but
that he can only do so if he is given a clean
bill of health as a first-rate investigator.
Hence, they must whitewash Mueller’s
corrupt record in advance of him filing
charges against Trump and/or his
associates.
Only in the swamp known as
Washington, D.C. can a failed FBI chief
be rehabilitated into a “straight-shooter,”
qualified to bring down a president with
the powers of a special counsel.
“In 2004,” retired Foreign Service
officer and intelligence analyst Kenneth
J. Dillon tells Accuracy in Media (AIM),
“the FBI learned that the anthrax mailer
was an al-Qaeda operative. Under White
House pressure, Mueller suppressed this
finding and continued to hunt for a
domestic suspect. When scientist Bruce
Ivins committed suicide in 2008, Mueller
blamed him for the mailings, then lied to
a Senate committee about it.”
Although the anti-Trump special
counsel railroad is on schedule, pending
a Trump decision to fire Rosenstein
and Mueller, it is still important for the
public to know some of the details about
how Mueller botched the anthrax case
by falsely blaming various American
scientists for the letters that killed five
people and injured dozens.
At the time of the anthrax attacks, I
was working closely with AIM founder
Reed Irvine, who never backed down
from a search for the truth. A series
of AIM Reports challenged the FBI’s
handling of the case and examined how
various members of the news media,
most notably New York Times columnist
Nicholas D. Kristof, pushed dubious

theories targeting innocent American
scientist Steven Hatfill. Kristof operated
on the basis of a phony theory, fed to him
by a leftist, speculating that the anthrax
letters were mailed by a right-winger,
probably a white guy working for a U.S.
lab. The FBI went along with the false
premise, ignoring the obvious evidence of
an al-Qaeda role.
To illustrate how Mueller botched the
case, consider that the FBI didn’t have a
shred of evidence against Dr. Hatfill, but
drove him out of two prestigious jobs and
ruined his career. At one point, the FBI
claimed to have fished a piece of Hatfill’s
lab equipment, supposedly an anthrax
weapons device, out of a pond. The FBI
spent $250,000 to drain the pond but
found no evidence of anthrax in it. The
device was a minnow bucket.
Acting like the KGB, one FBI agent
followed Hatfill as he went to buy some
paint, and ran over his foot with a car.
Hatfill was given a ticket by D.C. police
for walking over to the FBI car and
trying to take a picture of his tormentor.
It appeared that the FBI was trying to
provoke Hatfill so they could arrest him
on some flimsy charge and claim they
were right about him all along. This is
similar to how a special counsel operates.
Comey took over for Mueller at the
FBI and could have reopened the case in
order to determine why, in the end, the
Department of Justice awarded Hatfill
nearly $6 million in damages. Comey
could have cleaned house, purging
corrupt agents. Instead, Comey decided
to maintain the cover-up and keep
Mueller’s so-called sterling reputation
intact. As a result, the FBI still maintains
that another scientist, Ivins, who was
persecuted and driven to suicide, was the
culprit.
Even before the embarrassment with
the minnow bucket, columnist Dan K.
Thomasson had written that the FBI’s
handling of the anthrax case “has to be
the most incredible display of bizarre
ineptness since former FBI director
Louis Freeh took personal charge of the
investigation to nail Richard Jewell for
the bombing in Atlanta’s Olympic Park”
in 1996. Jewell wasn’t guilty of anything
except some genuine heroism that saved
lives.
continue on page 5
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continued from page 4

Ignoring the anthrax investigation
debacle, some commentators are noting
that Mueller is staffing his operation with
Democratic Party lawyers. What else did
you expect? His assignment is to bring
down Trump. In regard to the President,
we said on May 24, “Mueller will produce
evidence of a crime out of nothing if he
has to.” That’s what they tried to do to
Hatfill.
In Trump’s case, it doesn’t matter
if the charges are legitimate. All that
matters is that they give the appearance
of impropriety, so that the impeachment
process can get underway.
Since Comey continued the Mueller

anthrax letters cover-up, we have to assume
that the FBI culture hasn’t changed, and
that Mueller, now in charge of dozens of
FBI agents as part of his special counsel
investigation, will order his investigators
to frame President Trump and/or his top
aides with some charge or another. This
is a vendetta that constitutes revenge on
a President they don’t like and who is
suspicious of their work.
At first I was amazed by the continuing
cover-up surrounding Mueller’s terrible
record, which also includes letting
Islamists rewrite FBI training materials.
Then, I thought about it and considered a
major human flaw which characterizes the

work of commentators and journalists—
they don’t ever want to admit they’re
wrong. They accepted Mueller’s work on
the anthrax case as legitimate at the time,
and now don’t want to revisit the matter
because it would put their own judgments
under scrutiny. It’s much easier, under
these circumstances, to say that Mueller’s
work was exemplary, even though such a
claim is a blatant lie.
Fake news is all around us, on the left
and right.•
Cliff Kincaid is the Director of the AIM
Center for Investigative Journalism.

MSNBC’s Ratings Lead to Blood
By Cliff Kincaid

T

his is a time in the history of
our nation when an honest
group or congressional panel
with integrity could name and ostracize
extremists on both the right and left.
Unfortunately, the media have crowned
the misnamed Southern Poverty Law
Center (SPLC) as the arbiter of what’s
good and right in America today.
Ironically, it was the SPLC that inspired
an act of terrorism on American soil,
when a gay militant opened fire on the
Washington office of the Family Research
Council. He saw the group listed on an
SPLC “hate map.”
Now we learn that James Hodgkinson,
the gunman who shot House Majority
Whip Steve Scalise (R-LA) and three
other people on Wednesday, had “liked”
the Southern Poverty Law Center on
Facebook.
Isn’t it fascinating how a group that
is regularly portrayed by the media
as an expert on “extremists” is at the
center of two terrorist incidents in the
Washington, D.C. area?
It doesn’t really matter that the SPLC
has denounced the Hodgkinson attack.
What matters is that the media should
stop using the SPLC as a resource for
statements about the supposed extremism
of groups other than the SPLC.
The pattern is clear. Those consumed
with hatred of conservatives, or motivated
by Marxism, are going to the SPLC for
inspiration. Like the gay militant Floyd
Corkins before him, James Hodgkinson
probably used his computer to search the
SPLC website and gather “intelligence”

on his political enemies.
The SPLC is a despicable organization
that in the past has been used as a
resource by the Department of Justice
and the FBI. Let’s hope those days are
over. But considering the turmoil in the
department, we really have no way of
knowing.
The FBI could, and should, issue a
statement noting the role of the SPLC
in the climate of violence gripping the
United States. Perhaps that might have a
salutary effect on this organization.
However, at this point, the FBI is still
reportedly searching for a motive behind
the Hodgkinson shooting spree. The FBI
is even circulating a flier declaring him
“deceased” and asking the public to call
the FBI hotline if they have information
about what Hodgkinson has been doing
in the D.C. area over the past several
months.
The FBI says, “James T. Hodgkinson,
deceased, is believed to be responsible
for the shooting in the 400 Block of E.
Monroe Avenue in Alexandria, Virginia,
around 7:09 a.m. on June 14, 2017. The
FBI is asking for the public’s assistance
with any information regarding
Hodgkinson.”
This is bureaucratic gobbledygook. An
online dictionary defines gobbledygook

as “language that is meaningless or is
made unintelligible by excessive use of
abstruse technical terms; nonsense.”
This is an even simpler case to solve
than the anthrax letters case, in which
the FBI investigators could see on the
envelopes the phrases “Death to Israel”
and “Death to America.” Still, thenFBI Director Robert Mueller blew
that case, blaming American scientists
for terrorism carried out by al Qaeda.
In the Hodgkinson case, we have
pictures of him marching against the rich
and glorifying Bernie Sanders. We have
his Facebook posts devoted to liberal
causes like global warming, “likes” of
various far-left groups like the SPLC,
and an addiction to MSNBC’s Rachel
Maddow show, which has been obsessed
with Donald Trump and Russia.
Hodgkinson swallowed it hook, line, and
sinker, concluding that Trump and other
Republicans had to be “terminated” for
treason.
“One of my favorite TV shows is ‘The
Rachel Maddow Show’ on MSNBC,” he
said in a letter to the local paper. “On
a recent show she stated that 17 very
rich men are supplying the Republican
Party with more than 60 percent of their
campaign contributions.”
Still, the FBI is searching for a motive.
We understand the motive. What we
need to understand is the Marxist theory
of hatred and class warfare that is being
promoted by news organizations like
MSNBC, and which drives somebody
like Hodgkinson to kill.
Like the Islamic terrorists identified by
President Trump as losers, Hodgkinson
continue on page 6
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continued from page 5

was a loser, too. A typical liberal
motivated by Marxist jargon, he had
employment and personal problems that
he blamed on the rich.
But Hodgkinson was not a loner.
He was a proud liberal who openly
proclaimed his hatred on the Internet,
and belonged to or liked a whole
network of left-wing organizations. He
had a support apparatus that still exists

and which may currently be producing
more would-be shooters.
Will MSNBC rein in Maddow’s
ranting and raving against Trump and
the Republicans? Not likely. Her ratings
are too high. The market for left-wing
hate is growing. She’s making too much
money for the channel. More money, not
less, stands to be made by stoking the
fires of hatred.

As for the SPLC, it says, “We’re aware
that the SPLC was among hundreds of
groups that the man identified as the
shooter ‘liked’ on Facebook. I want to be
as clear as I can possibly be: The SPLC
condemns all forms of violence. We have
worked for decades to combat domestic
terrorism and violence based on hate.”
This is more gobbledygook.•

Liberal Website Accuses
Kellyanne Conway of
Spreading False Rumors
About Congressinal
Shooting

proved to be correct, as details
emerged that the shooter—James T.
Hodgkinson—had a long history of
violence and support of progressive
causes, including volunteering for
Democratic presidential candidate
Bernie Sanders.
Maybe the next time Conway tweets,
Donnelly won’t be so quick to criticize
her.•

Kelly added during her opening of the
segment that Jones has “the ear of our
current president.” In other words, we’ll
do anything to get ratings.
But the higher ratings never
materialized as viewers chose other
programs over the Megyn and Alex show,
only reinforcing the fact that Kelly is

By Don Irvine

By Don Irvine

By Don Irvine

T

he
liberal
website
“deathandtaxesmag.com”—
which bills itself as real and
satire—accused presidential counselor
Kellyanne Conway of spreading false
rumors about the shooting that took
place in Alexandria, Va. on Wednesday,
critically injuring Rep. Steve Scalise
(R-LA) and several other people. They
were all there for baseball practice for
Republican members of Congress in
advance of Thursday night’s annual
congressional baseball game.
What bothered the website’s Tim
Donnelly was a tweet by Conway that
referred to South Carolina Rep. Jeff
Duncan, saying that he believed that he
talked to the shooter, who asked him if
the congressmen were Republicans or
Democrats.
Donnelly said that Conway’s tweet
was a “knee-jerk partisan reaction,” and
he equated it with fake news:
“Basically, Conway is opening a line
of thinking, without having any facts
at hand, that draws a direct connection
from moments like the stupid Kathy
Griffin incident to this shooting. It’s a
knee-jerk, partisan impulse that could
have dangerous implications, and not
something you’d expect from an official
White House employee (usually). In a
sensible world, the White House would
be saying getting shot is bad regardless
of your political party. Instead, we see
how fake news spreads: a rumor fits your
point of view so perfectly that it suddenly
becomes fact.”
But the so-called knee-jerk reaction
6
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Megyn Kelly’s Ratings
Slip Further with Alex
Jones Interview

I

f NBC and Megyn Kelly thought
they would reap a ratings bonanza
by interviewing the highly
controversial operator of the Infowars
website, Alex Jones, they were sadly
mistaken.
“Sunday Night with Megyn Kelly”
averaged 3.53 million viewers in its
Sunday 7 p.m. time slot, the second week
in a row that viewership has dropped
since it debuted on June 4.
Once again Kelly was beaten by a
repeat of “60 Minutes” on CBS—which
averaged 5.3 million viewers in the
hour—though she did manage to edge
out the CBS show in the 25-54 demo,
888,000 to 864,000. Still nothing to
crow about when you’re competing
against a repeat.
Jones has repeatedly claimed the
2012 shooting at Sandy Hook Elementary
School in Newtown, CT—which killed
26 people, including 20 children—was
a hoax aimed at promoting tougher gun
control laws. He was an odd choice as
an interview subject considering his
complete lack of credibility, but NBC
defended their decision by saying that it
was their job to “interview newsmakers
and people of influence no matter how
abhorrent their views may be,” and

largely a dud for NBC.•

Bill O’Reilly Planning on
Launching Factor-Like
Program Via the Internet

B

ill O’Reilly may have been
knocked down by Fox News,
but the pugnacious former
cable news anchor proves that he isn’t
out of the news commentary game, as
he told Mediate that he is “assembling a
team of journalists” for what may become
a Factor-like online video program.
Mediaite also reported that a Fox News
program producer has recently resigned
and plans to join the burgeoning
BillOReilly.com empire.
O’Reilly, who was fired after mounting
allegations of sexual harassment surfaced
at Fox News, has been keeping busy with
his own subscriber-only podcast, “No
Spin News,” and appearances on Glenn
Beck’s radio show. He has also been the
subject of rumors that he would return
to the television airwaves with Newsmax
or One America News. Even with the
sexual harassment cloud hanging over
him, signing O’Reilly would give either
cable news channel a huge boost.
For now, though, it looks like O”Reilly
will go the digital route like his former
Fox News colleague Beck, while waiting
for another shot on television, which will
undoubtedly come at some point given
his long term track record as a ratings
magnet.•

